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Dr, James B. Eiioads, Archivist 
national Archives 
Washington, D.C, 20408 

Dear Dr. Hhoads, 

Based on your long record with me of falsities, including under oath and to courts 
ana your career of politicising what should he a non-political function, I have no reason 
to believe you are any less impervious today than I have found you to be in the past. 

Soaethless X make another effort. I have what I regard as legitimate complaints and 
protests. I am asking you to sake an inquiry and I as repeating an old and refused re- 
quest for an inquiry, You should understand that this relates to & matter now before 
a federal court, a case certain to go up on appeal, and that it may be relevant in other 
litigation. I am seeking responses from you fpr use in these eases, 

This morning’s paper hold still another illustration of the contempt for the/courts 
1 have found coma on in the executive agencies, pro-ejeuaently yours. Judge (resell says he 
-gas imposed upon and toyed with. Unfortunately he did not beglfc to believe this was pos- 
sible six years ago when I proved before him that you had sworn falsely to him. 

Yesterday's mail held a letter from your Kiss Jane Smith that is in the spirit of 
Judge Gesell's complaint. It relates to still and deliberately withholding from me records 
for which I did sales requests going back mors years than I can remember, records I need 
as your people know to meet the mandate of the federal court of appeals for the District 
of Solus eda, to establish the existence or non-existence of the information sought in my 
C. A* 75-226. !s you know, this represents an effort nob? 1 1 years ago. 

You are entitled to an explanation of why I am not searching my files to enclose 
copies of correspondence. *t is also relevant to my complaints. You'll find your people 
are exploiting this. 

Beginning in April 1975 there was stax an abrupt change in my health. Shis began 
with pneumonia sad pleurisy. Severe thrombophlebitis in both legs and thigfcjs followed. 

The circulatory damage was severe and permanent before | was hospitalised, ■‘his imposes 
severe limitations upon me. I must type and work with my legs elevated, for example, not 
sit continuously, not stand for any long period of time, not keep my legs pendant for very 
long. It is unwise for me to drive my car to Washington. Your people are well aware of 
all of this. One result is that for two years I have not been able to keep up with filing. 
Another is awkwardness, sometimes more, in gaining access to my own files. 

I now never travel except in connection with the research I have undertaken. J-Sy last 
trip was required only by the continued government falsehoods and withholdings. While I 
do not allege a cause-effect relationship it is a fac^ that a recent trip to Dallas on which 
1 obtained what you still withhold from me was followed immediately by new medical 
problems not aa yet fully diagnosed. Until there is a change I am now limited to w al king 
about 500 feet at a time and that not too many times a day. 

With these the actualities not secret from your staff in yesterday's sail, in response 
to a specific request from me, your thoughtful, compass sionat e Miss Jane raith, her heart 
tom by the situation of an aging man who has dedicated the last years of hie life to an 
unpaid research he has already begun, to give away to a university system, writes K We will 
be pleased to make records available to you in our research room for any additoehal search- 
ing you may wish to do." 

How sweet a human spirit'. What tender concern! Bow perfect a personification of all 
that is woaanly! And, of course, scholarly. 
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Tie knot that had value as evidence. You not only deceived, a federal court, you pEHExtted 
the destruction of this issms±3ek^&x important evidence or you accepted its deposit with 
you and in invcaoo^ryi ng were silent about the prior destruction of this essential evidence 
in so horrible and subversive a crime, I asked for an immediate investigation. You m^rte 
hone. I would still like this to be done because I as charged with establishing the 
existence or non-existence of those records sought in C.A.75-226. Motive is obvious in 
this destruction of this evidences the tie was not struck by a bullet. It was cut by a 
scalpel, This alone destroys the entire official account of the assassination, which I 
regard as the nullification of a system of society, This fact also provides an explanation 
of your refusal of copies of photographs of evidence to I may file them with the court. 

•sad also deposit copies with all of my records, to be available to all people. The relation- 
ship with the existence or non-existence of the records ^ught in the litigation is obvious. 

You refused to permit the filing of these pictures in the Court records. I believe 
a request under the Act has been made for all relevant records. I believe you stated or 
had sited for you that Burke Mars h a ll required this of you. Under the Act 1 request 
relevant records, ineludic.g hr. Iter Brail’s directives to you, your letters to him on this 
or any other such communications together with the legal interpretations that satisfied 
your and any other government agency involved that this was a proper legal interpretation. 

Your representatives were present during the taking of depositions in wterfrg which 
rBI ^*A? itc'ber'fc i'ragier i/es'tifi.icKl to lisvi&g diLr&ctou Tiirfh&r relevant testing of 
fabric and knows that we have not om obtained the results of any such tests, 

fhe results of such tests are the central issue in the .litigation. Until/ve obtained tint 
admission during that deposition to the best of sy knowledge it was not know that any 
fabric testing Ox the nature of Mr. Frasier's testimony bad been performed. If you have 
any records bearing either way on this X request copies of tbsm also. Aside from shock that 
there can be this expensive a so-called investigation, of the assassination of a President 
and. after all these years there be no prior record of the performing of «b v testing 1 
believe this can be important in my recovery of my costs in this matter. For me, at 

age, in my condition, without resources or any regular income, these are considerable 
costs and I will seek to recover them 

This leads me back to that cubes tans nsd the exist end or non-existence of the 
information I seek in court relating to it. Y 0 ur people did deliver it to the deposition- 
taking each time it was required. They heard every v;oik of testimony about it, all questions 
relating to it, and have had personal knowledge of my inquiries relating to it over about 
a decade. When I was still so weak froa the April 1975 illness I had to sit during the 
taking of photographs of it, to supervise the taking of those photographs was my first 
effort after that illness. We have issued subpoeaaes in this natter, sought to exercise 
discovery./ In short, in addition to all your people knew about ay interest in this 
taagible evidence, with h arion Johnson going back to about Kay 1966 -we have done just 
about everything humanly possible to obtain and. have available to the Court any and all 
relevant records within your possession or control. If there is any reason to doubt this 
I ds solicit it from you because I believe it is relevant in the litigation and to 
establishing the existence or non-existence of the information sought. 

Concerned and dedicated Kiss ^sdth instead of sending me copies of p ges 36-39 of 
CD 1395 and page 35 of CD 1245 invited me in and "explained' 5 that you have them filed 
other than under Mr. Hague's name. I want there to be no doubt that all of my requests 
are intended to obtain all relevant records. If any request is for an identifiable record 
1 believe t e requirements of the Act are met. In this case it is my belief these require- 
ments were greatly exceeded by my counsel and by me. 
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ftnetber question currently before a court ic whether or not the government has 
singled me out i’or specs iar non— oonpli i icnoe attention, for j^^eiscTiiiiriSteon because o. tne 
nature o' mj beliefs and the content of r.y writing. There is a sentence in Kiss Smith’s 
letter of the 2yth that bears on this. It reads "The copies of 1975-76 released documents 
hare been sent to you." 

It xs isy ^collection. that quo "to soxc- ■fclise I v&s xaforiH&d vh&y wspe available 
for iso to pick up, southing- consistent vith neither my medical situation or problems 
in travelling. 1 asked that they be i44M$- ^siled. I also asked that unlike the pact, 
where records wer® merely inserted into as envelope that was too large, leading to 
unnecessary - one sight suggest intended damage. - a good package be made. 

Coinciding with insufficient time to prepare for an appearance in another court 
yesterday on the 27th I did receives! a package that 'was veil prepared and, externally 
in p. rfect condition. '*y first opportunity to examine it vas thin morning. 

It is a box just the ri#t size for letter-sise paper. Therefore it was used to 
send legal-gisaai sized records. Because some care was taken to stuff the empty space 
cosing from using a box that was too high for the depth of the records the damage to the 
records was not at all great. But need there be anv damage? San it be that in ell of GSA 
sad the Rational Archives there is not a suitable container for the safe mailing of 
records for which people posy extortionate prices, this being the official concept of 
a proper attitude toward citizen interest in the assassination of a ^resident and the 
official investigation of it? 

Is this really the norm of your record-handling Is it an accident only that when 
J. persurade you to use strapping tape on }?j; a box to protect the box in. transit that; you 
use the wrong size of box to hold the records you finally send? Or is this really k-xx &aiE 
s special vindictiveness? 

I say never be able to read these records. My interest for aomc tine has been in 
perfecting an archive for university deposit, which A have began, After I was taken ill 
I 4-t$44 asked that all records released on this subject be seat me on release. I offered 
to add to the deposit account I have had at the Archives for more tfaaa a defiade to 
assure all costs, % request was refused. It is beyond sy capability to comes? this 
further. I remain convinced it is another special interference with my work. ~t would 
be much easier, much less costly, considerably less time-consuming to make an extra set 
when the records arc handled thantj? have to do a whole operation all over again, beginning 
with a search and ending with a refiling. 

I aid request the 1976—76 release quite some trims ago. The Act says 10 days, I assume 
that v.'hct 1 have jus? received is this release, however, there is nothing in it that so 
states. ThereS* your GSA Pom 172, It is headed Material Requested, wit?- a series of 
seven possibilities under it. The first is "1. mciGSED." One of your eminent scholars 
placed a ?x? in front of this, dot bout it I would not have know?) that I received material, 

I presume. Perhaps if you ted a few less PhDs and a few more concerned kids it might have 
occvafad to one of them that identsfclag what is enclosed could be U3e«‘%uw au.cn time, 
with tbs fora in the typewrite^ would it have required to identify the enclosures with 
"1975-76 release" so I would know what I have received without an extensive check that 
now is sisiply beyond ne? 

I regard the delay, in addition, to be without any apparent ns^a. I there I arc ask 
under jfffi FOIa/PA for all records relating to my request for the 1975-76 release up to 
and including shipment. If it ic easier for you I will aceept as a substitute a detailed, 
unequivocal letter. The Acts do not grant a right of investigation to me but I do ark you 
you investigate to ascertain the reasons for what I regard as both an exceptional and an 
unnecessary delay. 


Sincerely, 



